Editor, I read a recent publication on bradycardia without associated hypertension with great interest [1] . Livingston et al. noted that "The significance of bradycardia is often not recognised; the value of this sign should be emphasized" [1] . I agree with the results of this work, however, I would like to make some discussions. First, the assessment of diagnostic value of the new proposed sign might not be complete. The few subjects and imbalance number between cases and controls decrease the clinical value of this work. Second, the rate of bradycardia in the present work is discordant with the previous report [2] . It is questionable whether the observation is only by chance.
